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BILL LOCKYER, Attorney General
of the State of California

DIANN SOKOLOFF, State Bar No. 161082
Deputy Attorney General

California Department of Justice

1515 Clay Street, 20™ Floor

P.O. Box 70550

Oakland, CA 94612-0550

Telephone: (510) 622-2212

Facsimile: (510) 622-2270

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE
CALIFORNIA BOARD OF ACCOUNTANCY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In the Matter of the Accusation Against: Case No. AC-2006-22
JAMES J. LAIRD
P.O. Box 2222
San Ramon, CA 94583-7222 DEFAULT DECISION
AND ORDER

Certified Public Accountant Certificate No. CPA 72148
[Gov. Code, §11520]
Respondent.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. On or about August 16, 2006, Complainant Carol Sigmann, in her official
capacity as the Executive Officer of the California Board of Accountancy, Department of
Consumer Affairs, filed Accusation No. AC-2006-22 against James J. Laird (Respondent) before
the California Board of Accountancy.

2. On or about September 20, 1996, the California Board of Accountancy
(Board) issued Certified Public Accountant Certificate No. CPA 72148 to Respondent. The
Certified Public Accountant Certificate was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the
charges brought herein and expired on April 30, 2005, and has not been renewed.

3. On or about September 13, 2006, Gracie Johnson, an employee of the
Department of Justice, served by Certified and First Class Mail a copy of the Accusation

No. AC-2006-22, Statement to Respondent, Notice of Defense, Request for Discovery, and
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Government Code sections 11507.5, 11507.6, and 11507.7 to Respondent's address of record
with the Board, which was and is P.O. Box 2222, San Ramon, CA 94583-7222. A copy of the
Accusation and Declaration of Service are attached as Exhibit A, and are incorporated herein by
reference.

4. Service of the Accusation was effective as a matter of law under the
provisions of Government Code section 11505, subdivision (c).

5. Government Code section 11506 states, in pertinent part:

"(c) The respondent shall be entitled to a hearing on the merits if the respondent
files a notice of defense, and the notice shall be deemed a specific denial of all parts of the
accusation not expressly admitted. Failure to file a notice of defense shall constitute a waiver of
respondent's right to a hearing, but the agency in its discretion may nevertheless grant a hearing."

6. Respondent failed to file a Notice of Defense within 15 days after service
upon him of the Accusation, and therefore waived his right to a hearing on the merits of
Accusation No. AC-2006-22.

7. California Government Code section 11520 states, in pertinent part:

"(a) If the respondent either fails to file a notice of defense or to appear at the
hearing, the agency may fake action based upon the respondent's express admissions or
upon other evidence and affidavits may be used as evidence without any notice to
respondent.”

8. Pursuant to its authority under Government Code section 11520, the Board
finds Respondent is in default. The Board will take action without further hearing and, based on
the evidence before it, finds that the allegations in Accusation No. AC-2006-22 are true.

9. The total costs for investigation and enforcement are $15,691.45 as of
October 3, 2006.

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

1. Based on the foregoing findings of fact, Respondent James J. Laird has
subjected his Certified Public Accountant Certificate No. CPA 72148 to discipline.

2. A copy of the Accusation and Declaration of Service are attached.
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3. The agency has jurisdiction to adjudicate this case by default.
4. The California Board of Accountancy is authorized to revoke Respondent's
Certified Public Accountant Certificate based upon multiple acts of unprofessional conduct under
Business and Professions Code section 5100, as alleged in the Accusation, including;
a. Gross negligence and repeated acts of negligence in the practice of public
accountancy (Bus. & Prof. Code § 5100(c));
b. Breach of fiduciary responsibilify (Bus. & Prof. Code § 5100(i));
c. Willful violation of board regulations (Bus. & Prof. Code § 5100(g));
d. Practicing under a name other than the name under which he holds his permit
(Bus. & Prof. Code § 5060).
ORDER
IT IS SO ORDERED that Certified Public Accountant Certificate No. CPA
72148, heretofore issued to Respondent, JAMES J. LAIRD, is revoked.
Pursuant to Government Code section 11520, subdivision (c), Respondent may
serve a written motion requesting that the Decision be vacated and stating the grounds relied on
within seven (7) days after service of the Decision on Respondent. The agency in its discretion

may vacate the Decision and grant a hearing on a showing of good cause, as defined in the

statute.
This Decision shall become effective on January 7, 2007
It is so ORDERED December 8, 2006
FOR\THE CALIFORNIA BOARD OF ACCOUNTANCY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
Attachments:

Exhibit A Accusation No.AC-2006-22 and Declaration of Service

03541110-SF2006401090
90046864.wpd
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BILL LOCKYER, Attorney General
of the State of California
DIANN SOKOLOFF, State Bar No. 161082
Deputy Attorney General
California Department of Justice
1515 Clay Street, 20" Floor
P.O. Box 70550 ' :
Oakland, CA 94612- 0550
Telephone: (510) 622-2212
Facsimile: (510) 622-2270

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE :
CALIFORNIA BOARD OF ACCOUNTANCY .
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA -

In the Matter of the Accusation Against: - ' Case No. AC-2006-22

JAMES J. LAIRD . , : | .
P.O. Box 2222 : . ACCUSATION
San Ramon, CA 94583-7222 :

Certified Public Accountant Certificate No. CPA
72148 ,

Respondent.

Complainant alleges:

PARTIES AND JURISDICTION

1. | Carol Sigmann (Complainant) brings this Accusation under the aufnority '
of Section 5100 of the Business and Professions ‘Code,1 solely in her official capacity as the
Executive Officer of the California Board of Aecountancy, Department of Consumer Affairs.

-2 | On or about September 20, 1996 the California Board of Accountancy -
issued Certified Public Accountant Certificate Number CPA 72148 to JAMES J. LAIRD

(Respondent). The Certificate expired on April 30, 2005, and has not been renewed.

1. All statutory references are to the Business and Professions Code unless otherwise

indicated.




\S}

(@) |91 A W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
- 20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

‘3. Séction 5100 of the Business and Professions Code provides, in relevant
part, that, after notice and hearing the board may revoke, suspend or refuse to renew any pérmit
or certificate granted, or may'cénsure the ho]c.ier' of that pérmit or certificate, for unprofessional
condﬁct which includes, but is not limited to, one or any combination of the causes specified

therein, including:

5100(c) Dishonesty, fraud, or gross negﬁgence in the practice of public
accountancy.
5100 (g) Willful violation of this chapter or any rule or regulation

promulgated by the board under the authority granted under this
chapter. . R
5100‘(i) - Fiscal dishonesty or breach of fiduciary responsibility of any kind.
4, Board Rule 52 (Title 16, Cal Code of Regs., § 52) provides that a "licensee
shall respond té ény inquiry by the Board 61" its appointed representétives within 30 déys. The

response shall include making available all files, working papers and other documents

requested."

5 Sectioﬁ 5060 states that no person or firm may practice public accountancy
under any name other than the name under which the person or firm holdsH a valid permit to
practice issued by the Board. - |

| 6. Code sections 118(b) and 5109 provide in pertinent part that the
suspension, expiration, éanéellation, or forfeiture of a license issu_ec_l by the Board shall not,
deprive the Board of. its authority to investigate, or to institute or continue a discipli.nary |
proceeding against a licensee upon any ground _p‘rov'ided by law, or to enter an order suspénding
or revoking the license or otherwise taking disciplinary action against the licensee on any such
ground. | |

7. Section 5107, subdivision (a), states, in pertineht part:

"The éxecutive officer of tﬁe board may request the administrative law judge as
part of the proposed decision in a disciplinary proceeding, to direct any holder ofa permit or

certificate found to have committed a violation or violations of this chapter to pay to the board all
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reasonable costs of im}estigation and prosecﬁtion of th¢ case, including, but nqt limited to,
attorney’s fees. The board shall not récover costs incurred at the administrative hearing." -

8. Code section 5000.1 provides as follows: "Protection of the public 4sha11'
be the highest priority for the California Board of Accountancy in exercising its licensing,
regulatory, and disciplinary functjons. Whenever the pfqtection of the public is inconsistent with
other intefests sought to be promoted, the protection of the public shall be paramount."

Statutes Related to the Evangelisii Matter |

9, Internal Revenue Code section 6075(a) states "Estate Tax Returns.
Returns made under section 6018(a) (réléting to estate taxes) shall be filed within 9 months after
the date of the decedent’s death." |

10.  The instructions to IRS Form 4768 entitled Applicationjfor Extension of |
Time tb File a Return and/or Pay U.S. Estate Taxes, states that "the purpose of Form 4768 isto -
apply for an automatic 6-month extension of time to file Form 706." o

| Statutes Related to the Cherrone Matter

11. Internal Reverue Code section 172 ent‘itled "Net Operaﬁng Loss :
Deduction" provides, in pertinent part',.that "except as otherwise provided, a net obefating Joss
for any taxab‘lé year [172(b)(1)(A)] shall be a net operating loss carry baék to each of the 2
taxable years preceding the taxable year of such loss, and [172(0)(1)(A) (i)j shall be a net
operating loss carryover to each of the 20 taxable years following the taxable year of vthe loss.
[172(b)(1) (A) (i)]. ... In the case of a net opefating loss for aﬁy taxable year ending duriﬁg 2001
or 2002, subparagraph (A)(i) shall be applied by substituting "5" for "2" and éubparagraph (F)?
shall not apply. [172(b) (1) (D)]" |
I
I
I

2. Subparagraph F prévides for the retention of 3-yeaf carry back in certain cases. -
[172(b) () (B)].
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Statutes Related to tire Radeke Matter

12 California Probate Code section 16061 states, in pertinent part, that "on
reasonable request by a beneficiary, the trustee shall providé the beneficiary with a report of
information about the assets, Iiabil‘ities, receipts, and disbursements of the trust, the acts of the
trustee, and the particulars relating to the administration of the trust relevant to the beneficiary’s
interest, including the terms of the trust.”

| 13. Cahfornla Probate Code section 16062 states, in pertinent part, that "the
trustee shall account at least annually, at the termination of the trust, and upon a change of |
trustee, to each beneﬁmary to whom income or principal is required or authorized i in the trustee’s
discretion to be currently distributed." | | "

, 14, California Probate Code section 16009 states that "the trustee has a duty to
keep the trust property separate from other property not subject to the trust [and] to see that the. B
trust property is desi gnated as property of the trust." | |
FOR CAUSES FOR DISCIPLINE

'15. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action for multiple acts of .
unprofessional conduct' under Business and Professions Code section 5100, as set forth below.

The circumstances follow.

CIRCUMSTANCES SUPPORTING THE IMPOSITION OF DISCIPLINE

The Thomas Evangelisti Matter

‘16. ~ Mr. Thomas Evangelisti hired Respondent to file an estate tax retnm
shortly after his grandmother (Rena E. Suacci) died on April 23, 1999, ‘The estate tax return was.
required to be filed by July 23, 2000. Mr. Elvangellisti learned, in 2004, that the estate tax return
had not heen fiIed when he received an IRS ‘notice dated April 23 2004, requesting that the estate
tax return be filed. The notxce showed that a tax payment of $290,000 was made on January 27,
2000.” Upon receiving the IRS notice, Mr. Evangehstl asked Respondent to provide him with a
copy of the estate tax return as evidence of filing. Mr. Laird falled to provide him with a copy.

17, OnlJune 22, 2004, Mr. Evangelisti’s attorney' sent a letter to Respondent

requesting a copy of the estate tax return. When Respondent failed to respond, the attorney sent
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another letter on Au gust 3, 2004, thistime requesting the entire file related to the estate tax
return. Based on Respondent’s continued non-response, Mr. Evangelisti filed a complaint with
the Board, which was received on August 9, 2004.

18. A transmittal letter for Form 1041 dated October 12, 2001, from
Respondent to the IRS showed the letterhead ny AMES LAIRD Certified Public Accountant
Professional Corporation.” A client transmittal letter dated February 18, 2003, frotn Respondent
to Mr. Evangelisti showed_the letterhead "JAMES LAIRD Certified Public Accountant" only.
However, the signature tine showed "J arnes Laird CPA, Professional Corp." Board recotds do
not reveal that Respondent has a corporatlon license registered with the Board.

19.  Onor about August 10, 2004 the Board sent a letter to Respondent
informing him of Mr. Evangelisti’s complaint, requesting a written response, and referencing
Respondent’s responstbility to return the client’s original documentation. The Board did not
receive a response. ) |

20. On or about December 17, 2004, the Board sent a certified letter to
Respondent. | This letter referenced and enclosed the August 10 letter, and advised Respondent of
his responsibility to respond to any inquiry frbm the Board. Respondent signed for the letter on
December 21, 2004 Again, the Board did not receive a response. |

21. Sometlme between January 24, 2000, and July 23, 2000 M. Evangelisti
went to. Respondent’s offlce and 51gned what he believed was a Form 706. Respondent told
Mr. Evangellstl that Respondent would send him a copy of the Form 706, Wthh never happened
Mr. Evangeltstl paid $3,900 to have the estate tax’ return, Form 706, prepared by another firm.
The estate tax return was filed on or about February 9, 2(l)05.’/ (The extension prepared by -
Respondent dated January 24, 2000, shows the extended due date of the return as July 23, 2000.)
The estate tax return had a refund due but the IRS would not allow the claim for refund ($1,342)
because the tax return was filed more than three years after the due date.

22. Mr. Evangelisti gave Respondent six checks totaling $14,593, for the
preparation of the estate tax return and trust tax returns. |

1
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The Constance Cherrone Matter 4 '
| 23.  In November of 2003, Constance Cherrone .engaged Respondent to prepare

an Application for Tentative Refund, IRS Form 1045, | |

24. The Form 1045 was not prepared until J une 2004 Ms. Cherrone srgned
and mailed it to the IRS on June 23, 2004.

25. © Ms. Cherrone paid'Respondent $ZOOQ to prepare the Form 1045,
Application for Tentatiye Refund (used to carry back a net operating loss); for 2002. The form
shows a net operating loss of $40,300 for 2002 being carried baclr to the second preceding tax
year ending in December 31, 2000. The form shows a decrease in tax of $11,940, which results
ina 1efund of the same amount. | ‘ o

.26. "Ms. Cherrone contacted the IRS in December 2004 regarding the status of
her Applicatlon for Tentative Refund and was mformed that it had been rejected in J uly 2004.

Ms. Cherrone was informed that the rejection notice had been sent to Respondent because he had

Power of Attorney Respondent had not informed Ms. Cherrone that her Application for

Tentative Refund had been rejected. |
- 27.  Ms. Cherrone’s Application’ for Tentative Refund carrying back her net

operating loss two years, was rejected by the IRS because the loss was required to be carried back
five years per Internal Revenue Code section 172 ‘

28."  Ms. Cherrone paid another tax preparer $1 000 to prepare a Form1045. ‘
This tax preparer’s Form 1045 Shows the 2002 net operating loss of $40,300 being carried back: “
to the fifth preceding tax year ending in December 31, 1997-, and the fourth preceding tax year |
ending December 31, 1998. This form Shows' a total taxi decrease of $6,925 which results in a
refund of the same amount. |

| - Respondent’s S’z’ster, .Claudia Laird Radeke |

29.  Claudia Laird Radeke, Respondent’s sister and a beneficiary of their
mother’s trust, filed a complaint with the Board against Respondent alleging that; as the sole
trustee of his mother’s trust (a position he took upon the death of his mother) he breached his

fiduciary duty as trustee of his mother’s trust by failing to properly administer the trust. The
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complaint was received on J anuary 21, 2005.

30. -On November 2, 2002, Respondent’s mother died and as of January 2,
2005, the estate had not been settled, as noted in Ms. Radeke’s cofnplaiﬁf letter. Nor had
Réspondént provided in’formatién or updates on the status of the trust to Ms. Radeke, as a
beneficiary of the trust, despite Ms. Radeke’s numerous requests. 4

| 31.  Title .7.3 of fhé trust "Adequate Records", states:
Trustee shall be the custodian of the propérfcy constituting the Trust estate and
shall be responsible for the maintenance of adequate records evidenéing the Trust
income and expenses, and for the préparatidn and filing of all required accounting,
reports and tax returns. The records pertaining to any .Trust herein created shall be
open' at all reasonable times to inspection by any beneficiary of any Trust, or by
the repreéentatives of any beneficiary. Any beneficiary Shall have the right to
demand an annual accounting of the‘ administration of the Trt-lst_. | A

32. On April 25, 2004, Ms. Radeke faxed a letter to Respéndént requesting a V

copy of the complete 2003 trust tax filing, Form 1041. This was never provided. |

‘ 33. On May 28, 2004, Ms. Radeke mailed Respondent a certified letter and
req’uested that he provide her with all tax related papers and forms, close out the estate, and make |
final distributiohs of the estate by January 15, 2005. The certified letter was receiyed and signed
for by Marcia Laifd on June 2, 2004. No information was provided and no final distributions
were made.

34.‘ On Aﬁgﬁst 31, 2004, Respondent seﬁt an e-mail to Ms. Radeke. He stated
that he was working on winding up the estate and that he would give all three of his siblings an
update at the beginning of the next week. No update ‘was ever received.

35.  Ms. Radeke, along with two other siblings, sent a letter to Respondent on
November 19, 2004, requesting the estate fo bé finalized and an accdunting provided. Neither
request was satisfied. . |

36. - On March 31, 2005, Ms Radeke’s attorney sent a certified and regular

mail letter to Respondent referencing Section 7.3 of the Trust and making a demand that by May
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2, 2005, Respondent provide an annual acoounting of the Trust commencing from the date the
Trust was created to the current accounting period. '

37. On May 5, 2005, Ms. Radeke’s attorney sent a letter to Respondent"s
siblings stating that Respondent Had failed to provide the requested Trust accountings. Altﬁough
the March 21, 2005, certified letter was returned as 'un'c]aimed, the rogular mail letter was not
returned.

38. On March 4, 2005, the Board sent Respondent a certified and regular mail
letter informing him of the complaint, and requesting a written response, and that he provide a
copy of the 2003 trust tax return along with all. accounting records for the year ending io ‘
December 31, 2003, and a copy of the most recent accounting. The certified letter Was signed for
by Respondent but ho response was reoeived.

39. A September 1, 2005 .order signed by the Judge of the Superior Court and
entered.ioto the court record on Septen;lber 12, 2005, romoved Respondent as the trustee of the
Trust and appointed George Holloway Moore as %he temporary Successor Trustee. The order
dirécted Respondent‘to prepare a full, oomplete and -detailedvaccounting of his administration of
the Trust since the date of his mother’s death up to and including the date of the ofder.

| 40.  On Decemnber 3, 2005, and December 7, 2005, Mr, Moore called the ,FTB.
and the IRS, respectively, and was informed that individual income tax returns. were not filed for
the decedent for 2002, 2003, and 2004.

41, Mr. Moore leamod from the IRS thaf 124 1099s for years 2002, 2003, and
2004 all had the decedent’s social securit}; number when, qun her death, they should have been
reported under the trust identification number. All of her assets should have been put iﬁ the
namo of the trust by the trustee per California Probate Code seofion 16009.

o A42. In a letter dated January 24, 2006, Mr. Moore stated that his accounting of
the eétate accounts to date indicates that Respondent had withdrawn at least $313,423.39 from
various accoonts for his personal interests, oompared to $60,000 in dis’tﬁbutions for each of the
remaining three beneficiaries. In addition, Respondent failed to comply with the Septerriber 1,

2005 court order requiring a full accounting.
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7 Respondent’s Responne to the Board’s Inquz;ljy

43, The Board sent Respondent a certified and regular mail letter on May 31,
2005 informing him of the three open investigations and providing copies of the previous letters
sent requesting informaltion.' The letter also advised him of his duty to respond to Board inquiries
under Board rule 52. The ‘certified letter was returned unclaimed but the regular mail letter was |

not returned and no response was received.

FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
Gross Negligence and Repeated Acts of Negligence in the Practice of Public Accountancy
, Bus. & Prof. § 5100(c)

44, Complainant realleges paragraphs 16 throngh 28, above, and incorporates
them herein by'reference as if fully vset fcrth at this point. |

45, Incorporating these matters by'reference, cause for discipline of
Respondent’s license is establilshed under Code section 5100(0) for gross negligence and Arepeated ,
negligent acts in his dealings with his clients Mr Evangelisti and Ms. Cherrone. Specxflcally,
Respondent was grossly negligent i in his engagement with Mr. Evangehstl by failing to timely
prepare and file the estate tax return for the Estate of Rena E. Suacci. In addition, Respondent
was grossly neghgent in his engagement with Ms. Cherrone by incorrectly preparing her
Apphcatlon for Tentative Refund, IRS Form 1045 by carrymg back a 2002 net operating loss
two years instead of the required five years. . '

SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE

Breach of Fiduciary Responsibility
Bus. & Prof. § 5100() ’

46. Complainant realleges paragraphs 29 through 42 ebove, and incorporates
them herein b}r reference as if fully set forth at this point. . v

47. As the trustee of their mother’s Trust, Respondent had a fid,uci'ary
relationship with Ms. Radeke and his other two siblings, occupied a position of trus’r,_ and owed
them duties as their fiduciary. Respondent’s mother placed complete confidence Ain Respondent
to handle her financial affairs after she died. This is reflected, in her naming him as trustee to her
Trust. As a trustee, Respondent had the duty to "be the cus’rodian ef the property censtituting the

Trust estate and shall be responsible for the maintenance of adequate records evidencing the

9
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14 |

Trust income and expenses, and for the preparation and filing of all required accounting, reports
and tax returns."
| 48. Respondent breached his fiduciary responsibility és trustée of his mother’s
trust by failing to produce an annual accounting upon fequest of a beneficia?y,’ by failing to
designate trust property as property of the trust, and by failing to file the gfantor’s final tax return
and tax returns for the trust. -'
49. Iﬁcdrporating by reference the matters set forth in paragraphs 31 through
45, and 49 through 51, Respondent’s conduct constitutes multiple breaches of fiduciary duty to
his siblings as trustee for their mother’s trust, and thus constitutes multiple causes for discipline
of his license for unprofessional conduct within the meaning of Code section 5100(i) (breach of
fiduciary duty of any kind). '
THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
Willful Violation of Board Regulations
| Bus. & Prof. § 5100(g)
50. Corﬁplainant réalleges paragraphs 19 through 20, 38, and 43 abox;e, and
incorporates them herein by feference as if fully set forth at this point.
51 Incofporating these matters by reference, cause for discipline of
Respor_xd’e»nt’s 1icensé'is established under Code section 5100(g) for willful violation of Board
regulatiéns in that hé failed to respond to the Board’s. inquir'ies,.c;onsiisting of multiple letters

from the _Board requestih g information regarding the Evangelisti, Cherrone, and Radeke matters,

in violation of Board Rule 52.

FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE
: Name of Firm .
Bus. & Prof. § 5060
52. Complainant réalleges paragraph v18. abdve, and incorporates it herein by
reference as if fully set forth at this point. | |
53.  Incorporating this matter by reference, cause for discipline of
‘Respondent’s license is established under Code section 5060, in conjunction with Code section

5100(g), for willful violation of the Accountancy Act in that he practiced under a name other

than the name under which he holds his permit. Respondent practiced public accountancy under
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"James Laird Certified Public Accountant Professional Corporation" but this name was not
registered with the Board,

OTHER MATTERS

4

54, Pursuant to Code séction 5167, it is requested that the administrative law
judge, as part of the proposed decision in this proceeding, direct Respondent to pay to the Board
all reasonable costs of investigation and prosecution in this case, including, but not limited to,
attorneys' fees. |

55.  lItis Chargéd, in aggravation of penalty, that the Réspondent took
advantage of a position of trust to commit the offenées, and that Réspondent knowingly made
false or misleading promises or statements which impeded the adminiétration of his mother’s
trust,

PRAYER
' WHEREFQRE, Complainant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herein
alleged, and that following the hearing, the California Board of Accountancy issue a décisipn:

1. Revoking, suspénding,~or othefwise impbsing discipline upon Certified
Pubiic Accountant Certificate Number CPA 72148, issued-to JAMES J. LAIRD. |

2; Ordering J AMES J . LAIRD to pay the California Board of Accountancy
thé reas'onable costs of the investigation aﬁd prosecution of this §a5e, pursuant to Business and
Professions Code section 5107,

3. Taking such other and further action as deemed nécessary and proper.

DATED: () Au/dw tlb 200 o |
CAROL SIGMANN A
Executive Officer '
California Board of Accountancy
Department of Consumer Affairs

State of California
Complainant

03541110SF2006401090
90042889,wpd
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